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AS not the time arrived to consider a national 

Catholic approach to the Jews? Has not the 
Church asked Catholics to pray and work for God’s 
once chosen children to come and receive the holy, 
soul-satisfying inheritance awaiting them in Jesus the 
Messiah? Would not that be a practical way of bring- 
ing forth and putting to work those “fitting apostles 
for the conversion of Israel” that Pope Pius XI called 
for? These are some of the queries that have motivated 
this appeal. 

The conversion of the Jews is largely an American 
problem from a numerical point of view, as about one- 
third of the Jews of the world are within the confines 
of the United States of America. The greater the num- 
ber of Jews in the land, the more are they likely to be 
in the “frontline-headlines,” due to their exercising 
greater economic, professional, political and sociologi- 
cal power than any other group, designated as relig- 
ious, of like proportions. 








2 A CATHOLIC APPROACH TO THE JEWS 





Oppressive economic conditions are expected to fol- 
low the climax of the present World War, for which 
the public will surely blame some one. There are fore- 
bodings that prompt the belief that it will be the Jews, 
for just as the disproportionate power, influence and 
success of the Jews of Germany enabled Hitler to make 
them the scapegoat abroad, so is their disproportionate 
pcwer and influence in the United States likely to 
cause them to be made the scapegoat on this side of 
the Atlantic. The anti-Semitic sentiment in our coun- 
try is only heard in whispers today, for it is branded 
as pro-Hitlerism. One does not have to play the part 
of a prophet to express the belief that anti-Semitism 
will become sonorous and organic soon after the smoke 
of the present world conflict passes away. 

This is something it were well for the Catholics to 
expect, as it will help them avoid being caught in the 
vortex of this coming tide of hostility toward the Jews, 
and they will avoid it if they hearken to the voice of 
the Church. If Catholics should become part of it, 
and there is reason to believe some will, a golden oppor- 
tunity to approach Jews with things Catholic will be 
lost, and all the appeals of the Pontiffs of our day and 
generation for the conversion of Israel will come to 
naught. 

The organization of a national Catholic approach 
to the Jews is one of the ways to keep Catholics from 
being engulfed in the maelstrom of this vicious force. 
It would act as a counter-propaganda of inestimable 
value to the Catholic laity as well as the Jews, for both 
groups are much lacking in an understanding of the 
relationship of the Temple to the Church. 


JUDAISM AND CATHOLICISM 


Pope Pius XI set the standard of action in dealing 
with Jews, when he met the anti-Semitic outburst 
head-on by declaring that “We are all Semites, spiritu- 
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ally.” These words should be pondered more than they 
are, but in their setting, for otherwise a false impres- 
sion is created. In the full text will be found the basis 
of a Catholic educational approach to the Jews. While 
they are inferentially a defense of the Jews against the 
inhuman and unscientific race theory of Hitler, they 
are at the same time a positive declaration that 
Judaism in its fulness is realized in Catholic Chris- 
tianity. His Holiness made plain therein that Catho- 
lics are the inheritors of all that was holy in Israel 
during the days before the Sacrifice of the Mass dis- 
placed the sacrificial rite of the temple in Jerusalem. 
Abraham is declared therein to be our patriarch, our 
ancestor because of “the promise made to Abraham 
and his descendants” that “is realized through Christ, 
of whose Mystical Body we are members.” 

One of the reasons for believing the time to be at 
hand for a Catholic approach to the Jews is that they 
are more friendly toward the Catholic Church today 
than they have been throughout the Christian ages 
that have passed. Besides, these trying times are caus- 
ing quite a number of Jews to search more deeply than 
heretofore into the philosophy of life in order to dis- 
cover the underlying cause of their affliction. Where, 
save in the Catholic Church, can they find a permanent 
solution of their persecution problems? They should 
be positively approached, with love of them in our 
hearts for the love of God, with arguments fitted for 
Jews of our twentieth century. Thus may the hearts 
of many of them be mellowed, the mental shade of mis- 
understanding that darkens their minds lifted, and 
the sorrow they suffer turned to joy. 

No people were dearer to the heart of Our Lord and 
Saviour Jesus Christ than the Jews; and for no peo- 
ple have Catholics made less of an endeavor to bring 
to Our Lord than the Jews. The mission of Our Lord, 
during His earthly sojourn, was for “the lost sheep 
of the house of Israel” (Matt. x, 6; xv, 24). It was not 
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until after the Resurrection that His mission was 
ordered extended, through the Apostles, to all the peo- 
ples of the earth (Matt. xxviii, 16-20). Surely to love 
Our Lord is to love what He loved. The love of Our 
Lord for the Jews was so great that He sobbed aloud 
over Jerusalem on account of the spiritual death of 
the major portion of them, just as He wept on account 
of the physical death of His “friend Lazarus” (John 
xi, 43-44). It was the love of Martha and Mary for 
Jesus that caused Him to give life back to Lazarus; 
and it is Catholic love for Jesus, expressed in prayer 
and work for the conversion of His kith and kin, that 
may be expected to bring many Jews to life spiritually, 
at a supernatural level unrealizable in the Judaism of 
today, through their incorporation into the Mystical 
Body of the Messiah. 

Of course, this is not an easy task. Yet it is worth 
trying, for good to some degree is bound to result. 
The work of converting Jews was not an easy task 
in the first century, yet that did not stop the Apostles. 
The task of winning Negroes for Christ in His Church 
has not brought prolific results, as is seen in the 
paucity of Negro converts relative to the number of 
that race in the United States. Then why has less 
convert work been attempted among the Jews than 
among the colored people? 


A DIFFICULT TASK 


Hard as the task is, and it is hard, our holy Pontiffs 
have believed some success possible, otherwise they 
would not have called for prayers, sermons and other 
work, to win those “of whom is Christ according to 
the flesh” (Rom. i, 3). Though the task is a difficult 
one, the possibility of gathering a harvest of souls, 
through a nationwide Catholic approach to the Jews, 
is greater today than when hospices for Jewish cate- 
chumens and neophytes were instituted by Saint Igna- 
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tius of Loyola, and supported by Popes Paul IV, Paul V 
and Gregory XIII. 

Jewish sentiment was considerably less favorable to 
the Church in the days of Pope Pius IX, when a move- 
ment for a worldwide direct appeal to the Jews for 
their conversion was initiated during the Vatican 
Council, although it was not completed. There, through 
the instrumentality of the twin Fathers Lemann, 
Joseph and Augustine, converts from the Synagogue 
to the Church, a petition was presented to Pope IX 
to send out a universal invitation to “the unhappy 
children of Israel to recognize the Lord Jesus Christ 
as the Messiah.” It was signed by 510 bishops, eight 
of them Americans. 

The signatures of more bishops could have been 
added to the petition had not the Fathers Lemann con- 
fined it to 510 names, in deferential regard for the 
proposal to proclaim the infallibility of the Pope as an 
article of faith, which received 518 signatures. When 
Pope Pius IX finished reading the petition, he em- 
braced the Fathers Lemann and blessed them with 
paternal tenderness. This petition, which did not come 
before the Council on account of its abrupt termina- 
tion when the Piedmontese troops entered Rome, lies 
today in the archives of the Vatican with other docu- 
ments to be dealt with when this uncompleted Ecu- 
menical Council of 1870 reassembles. 


JEWS OF TODAY 


Do Catholics find it inadvisable to approach Jews 
with things Catholic on account of the hardness of 
their hearts, or the offensiveness of the characteristics 
of some of them?. Surely the Jews of today are no 
harder to approach, or more offensive, than were the 
Jews of the time when Jesus dwelt among them. They 
misunderstood, misrepresented, endeavored to trick, 
hated and condemned Him in Jerusalem, just as Jews 
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have treated the Catholic Church, the Mystical Body 
of Christ, ever since apostolic days. Yet that did not 
lessen the bestowing of compassion upon them by Our 
Lord, Jesus Christ. Even while nailed to the Cross, He 
expressed His love for them in those charitable words 
which Pope Benedict XV enriched with 300 days of 
indulgence: “Father, forgive them, for they know not 
what they do.” (Luke, xxiii, 34). 

The characteristics of the Jews of Saul’s day, and 
of Saul himself, were no different than are those of 
twentieth-century Jews. In appearance, they must 
have looked more like the Ghetto Jews of today (who 
are objectionable to many persons, including some 
Jews) than as they appear in the images and paintings 
of them that are in our churches. Yet from them came 
the Apostles and the thousands of first members of 
the Catholic Church. It was the hateful, and, very 
likely, sickly-looking Saul who became Paul, the great 
apostle, theologian and personification of charity. No 
one, save Christ Himself, suffered more at the hands 
of his fellow Israelites than did Saint Paul. Yet so 
great was his love of his people, so intense was his 
desire to convert them to the Messiah, that he ex- 
pressed a willingness to be separated from Jesus for 
all eternity in order to emphasize his desire to bring 
them to Our Lord: 


I speak the truth in Christ, I do not lie, my conscience bearing me 
witness in the Holy Spirit, that I have great sadness in my heart. For 
I could wish to be anathema myself from Christ for the sake of my 
brethren, who are my kinsmen according to the flesh (Rom. ix, 14). 

Our Lord wanted the Jews converted; the Apostles 
wanted them converted; Saint Paul wanted them con- 
verted; the Church wants them converted. Then why 
should we not get busy and organize a nationwide 
Catholic approach to the Jews for their conversion? 
Is it due to fear of arousing the opposition of the 
rabbis? I hope not, for they are doctrinal enemies of 
things Catholic, and many of them are doctrinally 





i i 


VM SS © Be VU Bw oP Fe Se 











A CATHOLIC APPROACH TO THE JEWS 7 





as hostile to Orthodox Judaism as the Unitarians are 
to orthodex Christianity. Such an approach to the 
Jews, being strictly Catholic in spirit, would not be 
motivated by any desire to arouse the opposition of 
the rabbis. Yet resentment on their part ought not 
to stay an organized endeavor to win souls for Christ, 
considering that about nine-tenths of the Jews in the 
United States do not belong to their synagogues, and 
only a very small percentage of non-synagogue Jews 
are governed by rabbis in their views of the Jewish 
religion. 


JEWS AS PROPAGANDISTS 


Is the prophecy of Saint Paul (Rom. xi) an obstacle 
to work for the conversion of the Jews? Is this neglect 
due to belief that the gentiles will have to be converted 
before the Jews? Or that the conversion of them must 
await the coming and defeat of the anti-Christ? Or 
that the world will end when they are converted? If 
so, that is a very poor reason for shirking active work 
now for the conversion of some of them. Suppose mil- 
lions of Jews, making up the last remnant of Israel, 
are all saved by recognizing and receiving Jesus as 
their Messiah, as 7,000,000 were saved in the time of 
Elias by refusing to “bow their knees to Baal,” of what 
benefit would that be to the Jews of today? Accord- 
ing to some Fathers and Doctors of the Church, an 
indeterminate era of peace and prosperity will follow 
the final conversion of the Jews. Will not a national 
Catholic approach to the Jews therefore be a step 
toward that sublime era of peace? Our Lord came to 
fulfil the Law of Moses, and that fulfilment cannot be 
said to have been realized until the Jews are brought 
to the baptismal font. Are we therefore not obligated 
to do our part in fulfilling the will of Our Lord in this 
regard? 

Catholics, with relatively few exceptions, do not seem 
to appreciate the value of converts from Judaism in 
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comparison to other converts, or a special effort would 
long ago have been made to bring Jews into the great 
inheritance that awaits them in the Messiah and His 
Church. They do not realize that Jews are apostles 
by nature, as was noted by the Superior of the Fathers 
of Sion recently in the Catholic Herald of London. 
This accounts for so many of them being foremost in 
the sociological movements of our time, some of them 
of an anti-Christian nature. 

They have an intense propaganda spirit such as is 
not found among any other class of persons. That is 
why an attack upon one of their fellow Jews (Dreyfus, 
Beilis and others) enabled them to arouse the whole 
world to their defense. Contrast it to the inaudibility 
and ineffectiveness of Catholic protests when hun- 
dreds, aye thousands of Catholics were robbed, de- 
ported and murdered in the Italy of Garibaldi, the 
France of Combes and the Mexico of Carranza, to cite 
only three instances. 

It is the alert propaganda spirit of the Jews that 
causes them to be actively at work during the present 
World War outlining the program and making the 
contacts that enable them to be confident of a place 
at the peace table when Hitler is defeated. That is 
why they are no longer satisfied with the “homeland” 
promised in the Balfour Declaration; they positively 
demand a “Jewish Comonwealth that shall include 
Transjordania.” 


UNDERSTANDING JUDAISM OF OLD 


May not the propaganda spirit of this Hebrew divi- 
sion of the Semitic people be one of the reasons God 
placed in their hands the battle for monotheism? And 
the reason the Son of God selected His Apostles from 
among them? Whatever their faults may be, Jews 
did royal propaganda service in behalf of belief in 
the oneness of God against polytheism. It was the con- 
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verts from Judaism who converted the Roman Pagans. 
They were Sauls, from a propaganda point of view, 
and their kind has not died out. There are thousands 
of them in the United States today who, as soldiers of 
Christ, would give an account of their propaganda 
stewardship such as no equal thousands have done 
thus far in our country. Besides, they would no doubt 
be a means of stimulating some of the much-needed 
propaganda spirit in the “born Catholics,” which is 
virtually lacking despite many attempts to awaken it. 

Such a movement would center on bringing Jews to 
an understanding of Judaism of old. First, because 
there is a very great lack of such knowledge among the 
Jews of today, save among those who are affiliated with 
the Orthodox Synagogues, and even they have a per- 
verse view of it from some angles. Secondly, an under- 
standing and love of ancient Judaism is needed for 
a proper appreciation of Catholic Christianity. 

Considering the intense Jewish refusal to enter into 
a Christian religious community, on the ground that 
it would be an open repudiation of the faith of their 
fathers—even though they may have no synagogue 
affiliation—it would be most necessary to stress the 
fact that Judaism is the basis of Christianity; that in 
Judaism, as set forth in the inspired writings of the 
Jews, from Genesis to the Books of Machabees, there 
exists in prophecy and figure, explicitly or implicitly, 
everything that is basically Christian; that if that 
were not so, the Catholic Church would never have 
united the Old Testament with the New Testament 
when she made the Christian Bible. That is why Chris- 
tianity is called Judaism full-blossomed. 


AN EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM 


Jews would be taught in the proposed educational 
campaigr that the God of their fathers in Israel is our 
God; that the faith of their fathers included a divinely 
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ordered priesthood, the priesthood of Aaron; it in- 
cluded a God-ordained sacrifice; that its temple in 
Jerusalem was the central place for sacrifice called 
for in the Mosaic Law; that its hope centered in the 
coming of the Messiah, the Christ, from the house of 
the great King David. 

Then would Jews be asked to ponder the question 
why they have only rabbis, that is teachers, today; 
why they no longer have priests, that is sons of Aaron 
dedicated to the altar for the offering of the divinely 
ordered sacrifice; why they no longer have a temple, 
the central place for sacrifice. Is the non-existence 
for nearly twenty centuries of these three basic things 
called for in the Torah—the priesthood, sacrifice and 
temple—a mere accident? Or is it providential? How 
can the Judaism of their fathers in Israel of old be 
said to be functioning today when these means of func- 
tioning do not exist? How can the daily prayers of 
the Orthodox Jews for the reestablishment of an 
Aaronic priesthood, and the reinstitution of its sacri- 
fice be granted, when there is no house of Aaron in 
existence from which an Aaronic priesthood can pos- 
sibly come? How can the Messiah, prayed for by 
Orthodox Jews, come from the house of David, when 
there is no house of David in existence in which a son 
of David could be born? The tribes and houses to 
which the Jews of old belonged have entirely lost their 
identity. There are no genealogical tables extant 
through which any existing Jews can trace their origin 
from either the house of David or the house of Aaron. 

Such an educational campaign would see that the 
Jews of the United States are furnished with the 
Catholic answer as to the cause of the disappearance 
of these things vital to the Judaism of their fathers 
in Israel. To them would be made known that Jesus 
Christ is the answer to their fathers in faith. He 
came from the house of David, as predicted, and with 
His coming there was no longer any reason for the 
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existence of the house of David. Its Divine mission 
was fulfilled in Bethlehem, the city of David. The 
reason there is no longer a Jewish priesthood would 
be shown to be providential, because there came into 
existence a priesthood “forever according to the order 
of Melchisedech” (Psalm CIX), without genealogy. 
Hence there was no further need of a house of Aaron 
to furnish priests of God. 

There has not been a Temple, a central place of 
worship such as was called for in Deuteronomy XII, 
since its destruction by the soldiers of Titus in the year 
70 A.D., and every attempt to build one has been frus- 
trated. Its end was no doubt providential, for there 
is no need of it. In the first place there is no priest- 
hood to function in such a temple; and in the second 
place, which might be called the first place, the “‘clean 
oblation,” the Sacrifice of the Mass, instituted by the 
Messiah, has taken the place of the bloody sacrifice 
of the Old Law, and is offered, as the last of the Jewish 
prophets predicted (Malachias c. 1, v. 11), on altars 
all over the world “from the rising of the sun even to 
the going down thereof.” This is the line of argument 
that would be most effective. It would be used to prove 
that instead of denying the faith of their fathers of old 
in Israel, converts must believe in that old Jewish 
faith to be Catholics. It is the primary, the chrysalis 
stage of Judaism, through which converts from the 
Synagogue to the Church pass to the perfect stage of 
Judaism, which is the Catholic religion. 


A JUDAIC-CHRISTIAN DEPARTMENT 


Such a national Catholic approach to the Jews could 
carry on its work-through a Judaic-Christian depart- 
ment of the National Confraternity of Christian Doc- 
trine, as was suggested at its recent Philadelphia Con- 
gress. With it the community of Sisters of Notre 
Dame de Sion in Kansas City, Mo., could be invited to 
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affiliate. This is the American division of the Sister- 
hood that was founded by the Fathers Ratisbonne, 
converts from the Synagogue to the Church, who, in 
the solemn words of Pope Gregory XVI, were com- 
missioned to work for the salvation of Israel—Ite 
potius ad oves quae perierunt domus Israel. These Sis- 
ters, through their Arch-Confraternity of Prayer for 
the Conversion of Israel, and their informative A.P.I. 
Bulletins, have been patiently and prayerfully stimu- 
lating the offering of Masses and the saying of indul- 
genced prayers for bringing Jews to their Messiah. 
Their work could be greatly extended through such a 
Judaic-Christian department. 


The work of such a department, being largely edu- 
cational, could encourage sermons and lectures and 
literature for the special benefit of Jews, including a 
Catechism for Jews. It could call a conference of 
priests, Sisters and lay persons who are converts from 
Judaism, to be held in conjunction with the Congress 
of the National Confraternity of Christian Doctrine. 
Through them an appeal could be issued to their fellow- 
Israelites to study the claims of the Church in rela- 
tion to the Synagogue. The experience they would 
relate would be of inestimable value for the task of 
reaching the Jews. 


The spiritual condition of the Jews of our day is 
lamentable. They are united as never before, but for 
defense against the injustices of Nazism and not in 
God. Many of the foremost lay leaders of our day in 
Jewry should be designated as Zionists and not Jews 
in the religious sense of the term, as was the “un- 
believer” Theodor Herzl, the father of modern Zionism. 
The names of three of them will suffice. Ludwig 
Lewisohn, the litterateur who is actively engaged in 
the Zionist cause, says that “a Jew need believe nothing 
to be a Jew” (Upstream). Albert Einstein, consid- 
ered to be “the Jew of Jews,” proclaims disbelief in a 
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personal God, for he pays homage to the “God of 
Spinoza” instead of the God of Abraham, Isaac and 
Jacob. The late Louis D. Brandeis “took no interest 
in religion. He had never gone to a synagog” (Life of 
Brandeis, by Alfred Luf). He even kept his remains 
from Jewish religious association by ordering them 
to be turned into ashes in a crematory, instead of per- 
mitting them to return to dust in a Jewish burial 
ground. 

The spiritual blindness Jews suffer is due in great 
part to the failure of their forebears to harken to 
Christ’s loving call to repentance; their refusal to 
realize at the time Our Lord was in Jerusalem that 
the day of their visitation was at hand (Saint Luke, 
xiv, 44). That was, without question of doubt, the 
greatest calamity that ever befell them. The Messiah 
is coming again, for He does not want them to perish 
(II Peter, iii, 9). By work for the conversion of the 
Jews we will be preparing the way for the second 
coming of Our Lord, for which He will no doubt re- 
ward us. 


The Anglo-Soviet Treaty 


Reprinted from the WEEkty Review, London. 


dpm Treaty signed between Great Britain and 
Soviet Russia has been greeted with such a volume 
of uncritical praise in our press that it is difficult to 
attempt an appraisal of its real significance and value 
without laying oneself open to the charge of being 
unpatriotic. 

Yet, as in all international arrangements made under 
the stress of war with the object of improving the 
chances of victory, there are in this treaty elements 
of danger as well as of promise; and there is no surer 
way of jeopardizing what is promising in it than by 
ignoring the dangers. 











14 THE ANGLO-SOVIET TREATY 





Let us look first at the advantages. 

The alliance, solemnly affirmed with all the appur- 
tenances of traditional stability between the two High 
Contracting Parties, binds both Parties to continue 
the war until victory has been obtained. It rules 
out completely recourse to a separate peace by either 
of them. That affirmation undoubtedly carries with 
it a double advantage: it inspires a sense of mutual 
assurance in the two Allied Nations; and at the same 
time it destroys enemy hopes based upon the possi- 
bility of future disunion. 

Another good point in the treaty is the assurance 
in Article V that the two countries will seek no terri- 
torial aggrandizement and will not interfere in the 
internal affairs of other states. But here a number 
of unanswered questions arise in any mind that is 
not wholly infatuated by the qualities of our Ally. 
Are, for instance, the Baltic States to be included 
under the designation of States? Or did their forcible 
inclusion in the U.S.S.R. happen just long enough ago 
to have deprived them of the rights of States? And, 
if this is so, how does Poland stand? Are we to 
forget that we entered this war as a protest against 
her dismemberment by Germany, a dismemberment in 
which our present Ally played a part, for which there 
has hitherto been no formal recantation? Are we to 
refrain from interfering with such interferences with 
justice? 

By such questions as these we are reminded of the 
existence of others of still wider import that arise 
from the treaty. Since it sets out to be an instrument 
not only of war but of peace also, and of a peace which 
is, at the beginning at any rate, envisaged as requiring 
the active good offices of both signatories in no less a 
thing than the reestablishment of livable conditions 
in Europe, it seems highly necessary before passing 
a final verdict upon it to understand what it looks 
like from various European aspects. 





a eS aS 











THE ANGLO-SOVIET TREATY 15 





Now to this it may be answered that here is no 
difficulty, for we have in England today skeleton Gov- 
ernments or at least important representatives of 
almost all the nations that have been overrun by Ger- 
many. We have but to apply to them, if we would 
gauge European opinion. But unfortunately the mat- 
ter is not as simple as that. For Governments, and 
especially émigré Governments separated from im- 
mediate contact with their people, are not identical 
with the nations they represent. It is a Government’s 
part to dissemble fears, to avoid the open expression 
of aversion to what may appear expedient, and, if 
it be an émigré Government, to refrain from outspoken 
criticism of the policy of the country that is offering 
it hospitality. For the people of a nation none of 
these inhibitions exist: they make up their minds from 
past experience or current beliefs; and what they 
think, they normally express in words or in action. 

Moreover, in Europe today there are a number of 
nations, who either because they have remained neu- 
tral or else have joined forces with our enemy, are 
either unrepresented in England or have connection 
with her only through their ambassadors. These na- 
tions are not in a position to state their opinions, and 
yet when one examines a map of Europe and casts 
one’s mind back through its history, the unrecorded 
opinions are found to represent such a vital element 
of European life that it would be madness to ignore 
them. How do Spain, France, Portugal, Austria, 
Hungary, Switzerland, Sweden, Eire and that Italy 
which has fought in this war against her will—how 
do all these countries (without which Europe would 
not be Europe) view this alliance? 

The answer is that each and all of them (as indeed 
also all the nations fighting on our side) view it 
primarily as a concession to Communism; and that 
means that by an overwhelming majority they are 
opposed to it. National Socialism, which they almost 
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universally hate, they see can, and eventually must, 
be vanquished by force of arms and internal revolt; 
but Communism, which they know as scarcely any 
Englishman knows it, they fear as men fear the 
vulture or the jackal when exhaustion follows upon 
prolonged battle. It is a thing not to be exterminated 
on a battlefield, but one that flourishes on the chaos 
that succeeds fighting. 

That is the dangerous side of the new treaty: in 
the European mind Russia is equivalent to Com- 
munism—that subversive force which, just as surely 
as National Socialism, would bring Europe to ruin. 

If we are to eliminate this danger—this suspicion 
that England may be playing with the idea of a Com- 
munist Europe—we must make much clearer than 
we have yet done what our real intentions are. 

This ought to present no difficulty, seeing that Eng- 
lishmen are totally unfitted by their character and 
experience to endure the regime instituted by Marx 
and Lenin. The Prime Minister, in close touch with 
the mind of the nation, denounced Communism in the 
very speech in which he first welcomed Russia as an 
ally; and since then all powerful Leftist bodies in the 
country have refused to have anything to do with the 
Communist Party of Great Britain. The Russian 
Alliance, as everyone must see if they examine events 
without bias, came into being as an almost inevitable 
result of Germany’s unprovoked attack. If two na- 
tions are fighting one enemy, it follows that they will 
reinforce their individual efforts by some sort of 
agreement. The greater scope of the present treaty 
does not imply a movement on our part toward the 
political outlook of the Kremlin, but has been made 
necessary by the recent growth of unification that has 
been taking place amongst all the Allied Nations with 
a view to victory and the establishment of a lasting 
peace. 

Since this is the truth, it is of the utmost importance 
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to make it known without any possibility of doubt 
throughout Europe. Otherwise we may find that the 
violent national upheaval that is bound to be a part 
of the final breaking of Prussianism in Europe, may 
react also upon the Powers that have proved them- 
selves in battle to have been Prussia’s most dogge 

foes. . 





Do We Want Birth Control? 


WILLIAM BICKERS, M.D. 
Reprinted from the Catuotic VircintaN, Richmond, Va. 


ELF-APPOINTED arbiters of the nation’s welfare 
have seen in birth control the answer to all the 
problems of modern living, whether they be social, 
economic or political. The Birth Control League of 
America, brain child of Margaret Sanger, has launched 
a campaign to tell the nation of the Utopia which will 
be ours if only the widespread adoption of birth con- 
trol measures be secured. Slum districts will disap- 
pear, illiteracy will be eliminated and the economic 
difficulties now prevalent will fade into oblivion. To 
aid in the dissemination of this propaganda, a motion 
picture has recently been produced to carry the story 
to theater-goers. It shows an unkempt, poorly dressed 
young man living in a broken-down shanty by the 
railroad tracks. A slovenly, careworn young woman 
is introduced as his wife, who vies with him in the 
vulgarity of her language and the crudity of her 
actions. The reason for this very deplorable situation 
seems to be the number of dirty, unattractive children 
who are making -it impossible for their parents to 
maintain a decent, respectable environment. 
The scene changes. Another household flashes be- 
fore the eyes. The family now shown has been en- 
lightened by the Birth Control League. The husband 
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is a pleasant man, neat and courteous; his wife is a 
lady, a model to her children. The children are few 
in number, but of very high quality, adding a sense 
of gaiety to the prosperous household. 

It is difficult to understand how supposedly intelli- 
gent people could display such rubbish with the 
thought of convincing the average person. Pamphlets 
published by this enterprising league for human bet- 
terment are equally ridiculous. One of them describes 
a young woman who is deeply in love with the man 
of her choice and is forced to postpone her marriage 
date until the age of forty-five, because she fears the 
responsibilities of motherhood. Fortunately for the 
nation, such absurd nonsense is received by the average 
reader with the contempt it deserves. 


A PANACEA FOR HUMAN ILLS? 


There are certain individuals and organizations 
whose work is such as to qualify them to express an 
intelligent opinion on birth control as a panacea for 
human ills. Frontier Nursing Service, Inc., is such 
an organization. Founded by Mrs. Mary Breckinridge, 
these nurses ride horseback into the mountains of 
Kentucky, carrying medical care to an ignorant and 
poverty-stricken people. It is a most praiseworthy 
organization and one which should and does know the 
tragedies and heartaches of illiterate people. The dis- 
tinguished founder, in an article written for Harpers 
Magazine, July, 1931, titled Js Birth Control the Ans- 
wer? writes: “The tragedies of childbirth in lonely 
places, the helplessness of misdirected infancy, sick- 
ness neither prevented nor alleviated, weedy looking 
children struggling to acquire knowledge with brains 
starved from malnutrition and bodies devoured by 
intestinal parasites; these are the result of poverty.” 
The distinguished leader of this great army of mercy 
concludes that the solution to the problem lay, not in 
birth control, but rather in the training of ignorant 
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people in the skills which will bring them a livelihood. 
It is often said that from such poverty-stricken 
classes come most of our mental defectives, but this 
statement is not true. Indeed, approximately an equal 
number of mental defectives come from each of so- 
ciety’s classes, the only exception being from the 
lowest strata representing about ten per cent of the 
total, which includes our alcoholics, prostitutes, de- 
generates, psychotics and sexual perverts. If we elim- 
inate this last group, then the incidence of mental dis- 
ease is the same in the slum districts as it is on Fifth 
Avenue. In other words, it cannot be said that any one 
class of society except that ten per cent which is made 
up of our degenerates, contributes to our mental hos- 
pitals more than the other group. Therefore, it is falla- 
cious to state that birth control applied to any one 
social group will advance the mental and physical 
health of the nation. The low ten per cent group is 
already in large part confined to institutions where 
reproduction of their kind is impossible. 


NORMAL FUNCTION OF WOMAN 


Maternity is a normal, physiologic function of wo- 
man and contributes to her physical well-being. Nietz- 
che phrased it well when he said: “Everything in 
woman is an enigma and everything in her is explained 
by the one word, maternity.” All of a woman’s body 
functions are designed for pregnancy, and sterility 
or insufficient reproduction alters both her mental and 
physical self. Contrast the married woman of forty 
who is childless with that woman who has fulfilled her 
normal functions of life and you will find often a 
cynical, selfish, unhappy person. Pregnancy cures 
many functional ills of women. Many of the patients 
who consult the gynecologist today are women in the 
late thirties, who having practiced contraception for 
many years suddenly awaken to the fact that a home 
without children is an empty one. The bridge table, 
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the country club and the various women’s organiza- 
tions have lost much of their appeal and only a baby 
will fill the emptiness. Often it is not possible for these 
women to have children because a function so long 
frustrated refuses to perform naturally after years 
of abuse. 

Many women are under the impression that if they 
leave their reproductive functions entirely in the hands 
of God and Nature, they will surely have an unlimited 
number of children. Fecundation in the human race, 


however, does not occur with the regularity and pre-. 


cision which is characteristic of animals. The average 
woman who marries at twenty-one may expect to bear 
an average number of five children. Many will have 
less and some will have more. It is interesting to ob- 
serve how often the laws of nature operate to protect 
the woman in poor health against numerous pregnan- 
cies. The average woman in poor health conceives with 
difficulty, the woman in good physical condition is more 
fertile. 


‘BIRTH CONTROL AND ECONOMICS 


The most common objection to childbearing which 
the average person expresses is an economic one. “I 
can’t afford to have a baby” is the oft-repeated cry 
which the doctor hears. My answer to that is: “You 
can’t afford not to have a baby.” It has been my 
pleasure to serve as obstetrician to several thousand 
pregnant women and I cannot recall a single one who 
thought that they could afford to raise a family. This 
is true whether the husband’s income be in the $10,000 
bracket or whether he be employed by the WPA. Of 
course the economic burden of raising a family re- 
quires personal sacrifice. More than that, it requires 
the sacrifice of leisure, freedom and many a night of 
sleep. The person who is not willing to make these 
little sacrifices for the supreme joy which a baby 
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brings is usually the same person who is not willing 
to make the sacrifices required to attain success in 
the business world. 

Look around the neighborhood in which you live and 
pick out the ten most successful men in the community. 
You will find that nine out of that ten are men with 
families. A survey recently made on the economic 
status of Yale University graduates revealed the in- 
teresting fact that the higher the income, the higher 
the number of children. To refute this argument, the 
Birth Control League reminds us that poverty and 
large families usually go together. While this com- 
bination of circumstances may indeed occur, is it quite 
just to blame the poverty on the large family? In 
point of fact, it would be interesting to know if a 
large family ever in the history of mankind has con- 
tributed to poverty. I doubt it. 

Usually the large family does just the opposite. It 
stimulates the head of the house to more diligent pur- 
suit of his business and therefore to greater income. 
It is common knowledge among doctors, who practise 
obstetrics, that the economic position of a man almost 
invariably improves soon after the first baby is born. 
This happens sufficiently often to merit frequent com- 
ment among doctors. Perhaps it is God himself who 
takes a hand in the matter. Certainly it is true that 
a married man with a family is more sought after in 
the business world, probably because he is more de- 
pendable, more industrious and more alert to his 
opportunities. Having a baby has never yet in my 
experience permanently retarded a man’s business 
career and, more often than not, it has been the very 
incentive which he required. 

From my standpoint, the medical aspect of birth 
control is quite naturally of more interest than the 
economic one. What medical risk does a woman take 
in having a baby? Two centuries ago she took quite 
a chance. During one period in which an epidemic 
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of child-bed fever was raging over the continent of 
Europe, one mother in every ten died at childbirth. 
Then, just seventy-five years ago, Louis Pasteur, dis- 
tinguished Catholic scientist, discovered bacteria and 
it was soon learned that these little germs were the 
cause of this fatal disease. In this country, our own 
Dr. Oliver Wendell Holmes wrote a series of medical 
papers telling how these infections could be prevented, 
and now the disease is fast disappearing from the 
scene. At the turn of the century in this country 
twenty-eight women died in every thousand that bore 
children. Last year about four out of every thousand 
lost their lives, and of this group about eighty per 
cent did not avail themselves of scientific medical care. 
They were mostly cases delivered by midwives. 


DANGER OF CHILDBEARING 


It can now be said that the danger of childbearing 
1s about equal to that of appendicitis, and everyone 
knows how few patients are lost with appendicitis. 
The birth-controllers can no longer tell women that 
the danger of childbearing justifies the use of their 
methods. The much-feared kidney diseases, often pro- 
gressing to convulsions and death in the pregnant 
woman, can now be successfully managed by scientific 
care. The birth-controllers still tell the innocent lay 
woman who has a kidney ailment that pregnancy will 
surely prove fatal to her. This is most certainly not 
true. 

Tuberculosis is advanced as a bona fide reason for 
the practice of birth control and, until a few years 
ago, many doctors believed that women with tuber- 
culosis should never bear children. Now we know that 
in certain types of tuberculosis pregnancy may actu- 
ally promote healing; in other types pregnancy can be 
avoided by natural means until such a time as the 
lesion is cured, and this cure can now be accomplished 
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in a few months by collapse treatment. Mechanical 
obstruction to childbirth in women with abnormally 
small pelves is no longer an indication for restricting 
pregnancy, because the relatively easy Caesarean sec- 
tion operation has eliminated the hazards of this 
complication. Heart disease complicated by preg- 
nancy will surely be disastrous, say the birth-con- 
trollers. Every obstetrician knows that it is disastrous 
in the absence of scientific care. 

All of the diseases which afflict women could be 
mentioned, and I am certain that the birth-controllers 
would have us believe that in each instance pregnancy 
would be fatal. If this were true, then it would neces- 
sarily follow that all of the great advances in medical 
science during the last hundred years had brought us 
nothing. The time has already come when we can say 
that the use of artificial means of birth control is no 
longer necessary to preserve the life of women who 
are afflicted with some chronic disease. It is the 
crowning achievement of medical progress that places 
in the hands of the skilled physician the means to 
guarantee the life and health of the mother and her 
unborn child. Had we listened to the birth control 
league during the last twenty-five years, we would 
not have bothered to do the research necessary to 
advance medical science to the point where we can 
make such a promise to the potential mother. Rather 
we would have taken the much easier way and simply 
prescribed contraceptives to all women who might 
have some medical disorder. Fortunately for the wo- 
men of this nation, the medical profession will con- 
tinue to push back the frontiers of ignorance until 
safe passage of every newborn baby into this world 
is assured. 

To every potential mother I say: You must not deny 
yourself the most supreme joy on earth, the most 
soul-satisfying of human experiences, the birth of 
your baby. 









Exiles of Erin 


AODH DE BLACAM 


Reprinted from The Leaver, Ireland. 


A COUPLE of years before the war, I spoke at the 
opening of the Feis in Athlone, and quoted the 
first, or almost the first, piece of poetry that I can 
remember learning, opened with the line: 

By the green banks of Shannon. 
We all remember those verses, and the image that 
they fixed in our minds of the grassy land where the 
Shannon glides: when we saw the great river at last, 
it was just as we imagined it. 

The poet wrote of the humble, suffering, loving 
generation that endured so much hardship, but clung 
to the old land and transmitted, to those who fol- 
lowed, its patriotism. He did not recall all that the 
Shannon suggests of earlier reasons for our pride: 
the heroes who held the bridge at Athlone and kept 
the flag of tradition and liberty flying to the last at 
Luimneach; or the sacred places that are threaded 
on the river like beads, with Clonmacnois of the 
crosses as the chief among them. 

Who could stand beside the Shannon and talk to 
the People of Ui Maine and royal Midhe without 
speaking out of the heights of our history, and with 
particular love for the Penal and the Famine genera- 
tions that specially sanctified the soil? Who could 
look over that splendid green plain, with the candid 
clouds piling up the sky over it, without thinking 
that the dwellers in the lime-white farmsteads are a 
race to be envied as well as admired: envied for what 
they inherit of natural beauty, of tranquility, of tra- 
ditional riches? Right well did the new church on the 
Connacht side tower over the historic scene; we had 
seen there the riches of Catholic art gathered and 
given to the folk of that region, as the glory of their 
liberation. 
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These things I spoke of, in such halting words as 
I could find, and contrasted with something that had 
come to pass: I mean, the cataract of insane, un- 
necessary emigration which was beginning at that 
time. The land that such heroic generations had 
held, down from those noble ones who perished with 
glory in the Stuart days to those who hungered with 
poor Terence and his Shiela of song—this land was 
being deserted gaily by the first generation that dwelt 
in it under its own free Flag and a Government of 
its own stock. 

I spoke of the days, longer ago than I will tell, 
when many of us were dwelling oversea, longing for 
Ireland, laboring to scran together enough to get home, 
and ready to take an Irish penny for an English 
shilling. 

The founder and first editor of the Leader was 
one of us (he was before my time, but I knew men 
who had known him while he was an exile and were 
never done talking of him: they now bought the 
Leader weekly and swore by it),—and he told those 
dear to him in later days that whenever he had taken 
his annual holiday in Ireland, he had felt like kissing 
the very stones of Moore Street. D. P. Moran was 
no sentimentalist. He was as practical a man as ever 
worked for Ireland, and was so blunt in his criticism 
of the poets of the Celtic Twilight that some may 
wonder that he confessed to so strong an inward affec- 
tion: but, if they wonder, let them tell what impulse 
brought him home! It is not sentimental men whose 
affections move them thus; it is not they who give up 
the glitter of fortune to live in their own land and to 
serve their own people. 

When one of us found means to return to Ireland 
—and we grasped at any opportunity—there would 
be a sort of “American wake” reversed. There would 
be a hosting, and a feast of songs, and I have known 
a procession to the railway that ended with a crowd 
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singing A Nation Once Again (which served as na- 
tional anthem in those days) as the train steamed out, 
followed by a hundred eyes of envy. In exile, emotion 
runs high, and is not repressed so cynically as at home. 
Those who went home, went home often to considerable 
hardship; none went home to fortune. Those who now 
are flying from Ireland fly from what we would have 
counted fortune. They are going still—if they are 
granted travel permits. Sometimes one is tempted to 
say Snow to their heels; and so one might, if it were 
possible to bring home, man for man, gir] for girl, a 
more loyal Irish body from the diaspora. 

Many times, I have met these deserters on the mail- 
boat, as they went away. It was instructive, in the 
twenties and ’thirties, to cross the Channel by steer- 
age, and to see the teams of boys and girls who were 
going so gaily to work on the Liverpool docks and in 
London sculleries. They were as gay as crickets. Leav- 
ing Ireland never afflicted one of them, that I could 
discover. 

Every one of the girls went without need. The 
famine of domestic workers in Ireland is known to 
everybody. There is not one Christian Irish home in 
five (I think I could say in ten) that can get the 
help it needs, while girls have thronged to work in 
the sordid conditions and spiritual dangers of Eng- 
lish cities. In our countryside, farmers’ wives, until 
their children grow big enough to work—that is to 
say, in the most difficult years—can get no help. They 
must rear their children, mind their homes, tend their 
dairies, help their men, all without what is essential 
to reasonable living, the help of younger women, and 
what, let it be added, those younger women need if 
they are to become good housewives and mothers in 
turn. 

That is a main cause for the reluctance of our coun- 
try dwellers now to enter matrimony: the holy condi- 
tion has been made so unnaturally hard. 
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In the towns, there is the same story, though a 
mother can manage better single-handed. There are 
times, however, especially when babies are born and 
are being reared, when the boycott of mothers by their 
natural helpers is cruel and un-Christian. It is com- 
mon, if not usual, to see a woman deserted when her 
need is greatest, by girls who would be insulted if 
they were told that they were false to their religion, 
and were doing what those innkeepers did who closed 
their doors on certain Travellers to Bethlehem. When 
girls walk out of a house because the mistress has so 
sacred need of them, they are doing a wicked wrong 
to her, to the whole race and to their own immortal 
souls. 

Those new exiles had their bottles of water from 
the holy wells of Ireland, which they handed round 
the steerage as they fled to England, and they signed 
themselves with that which Patrick blessed, as they 
left Patrick’s people and their heritage: one wonders 
that the water did not blister them. 

The boys had some excuse, since employment for 
men is not so abundant at home as for women— 
thanks to our unpatriotic policy of industrializing our 
womanhood and offering two forms of employment to 
the one sex while the other has scarcely enough to go 
round. 

Nevertheless, if we leave the uneconomic congested 
districts out of account, it is safe to say that few if 
any rural workers need have left the country in these 
decades. I have lived in the country throughout the 
time of the stampede from it, and I have not known, 
among the lads and girls whom I saw go, one who 
needed to go. 

True, they got better pay in foreign service than 
they would get if they worked industriously and lived 
frugally at home. I allow that; it is notorious. Yet 
their fathers’ generation could have fled Ireland on 
the same terms, but preferred to hold the sod; or, 
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if migrating for a time, went only to save money 
and come home, as soon as might be, to our modest 
circumstances. What nation worthy of the name cares 
so little for home and neighbors as to throw them aside 
for a few extra shillings abroad? If Englishmen were 
so destitute of natural affection, they would have 
thronged into Ireland in the years of the English de- 
pression, when in many trades wages were much 
higher here than over the Channel; but no, Englishmen 
would not leave the places that reared them, and their 
own folk. 

Truth to tell, of course, the few extra shillings are 
illusory. The few lads who elect to stay at home and 
work steadily are better off, on balance; for they 
have not English rents, English fares, and the hun- 
dred expenses of industrialized life to pay. They have 
at home pure food at first costs, the prospect of homes 
of their own, and the strength of their people about 
them. The blessing of the filial and the patriotic is 
on their lives. 

Those fugitives on the mailboat would answer in 
Irish if you addressed them in the language that we 
learnt for love, but they without love at schools that 
we won for them and provided for them: Some, to 
speak truth, showed shame when they used Irish 
words. They are the first Gaelic generation taught 
in its own tradition since Luimneach; and they care 
no more for what their fathers held at so great a cost 
than if it had never been. Fubun upon them. Aye, 
but shame tenfold on those writers and leaders who 
egg these young folk on in their course, and preach 
that we must bribe them to do what all other races 
do for natural affection: shame on our Mammon 
school of teachers! 

Where lies the remedy ?—in the school, in the Dail, 
or in the pulpit? Why has domesticity died out of 
the hearts of a race once famous for it? Who is at 
fault? 




















Some Things New and Old 


ADMIRAL D’ARGENLIEU 


Who is Admiral d’Argenlieu? 

That depends entirely upon what kind of uniform 
he may happen to be wearing. If he is dressed in 
the smart naval uniform of a French officer, then he 
is Rear-Admiral Georges Thierry d’Argenlieu of the 
forces of Fighting France and High Commissioner 
for the Fighting French islands in the Pacific. 

But there is another uniform which this distin- 
guished naval commander has worn, and hopes to 
wear again in the not far distant future; and in that 
uniform he is Pére Louis de la Trinité, Catholic priest 
and friar of the Carmelite Order. 

In the last war M. d’Argenlieu was an officer in the 
French Navy, in which he saw active service, and was 
considered one of the foremost officers of the French 
Service. Then, in 1920, to the regret of his superiors, 
he resigned from the navy, and entered the Carmelite 
Order. As Frére Louis de la Trinité, he studied for the 
priesthood, was ordained, and became a noted writer 
on mystical theology and a great spiritual director. 
He served a term as Provincial of the French Carmel- 
ites. 

Then, in 1939, he was recalled from his cloister to 
the French Navy with the rank of Rear-Admiral, and 
appointed Naval Commander of Cherbourg. After the 
fall of France he escaped from German captivity to 
England and joined the Fighting French under Gen- 
eral de Gaulle. He was in the expedition against Dakar, 
where he was wounded. Then he was appointed to 
the command of Equatorial French Africa, and finally 
to the supreme command of the Fighting French naval 
forces in the Pacific. 

The forces under his command have the unique ex- 
perience of serving under a man who has jurisdiction 
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both temporal and spiritual. With his orders of the day 
as naval commander he issues also counsels as a priest 
and guide of souls. So far as we know, M. d’Argenlieu 
is the only Admiral of the Fleet who may exchange 
his naval uniform for the vestments of a Catholic 
priest and celebrate Mass. 


DARK AGES 


What is the period known as the Dark Ages? 

Non-Catholics generally, when they use the word, 
usually mean it to refer to the four or five centuries 
in Europe which preceded the Reformation, so-called, 
when, as they clamantly assert, the light of the Gospel 
dawned upon a Europe that knew nothing of the 
Sacred Scriptures. 

But that, both historically and factually, is very far 
from the truth. For from the eleventh to the fifteenth 
centuries the greatest achievements of Catholicism 
in Europe reached a point that has never been sur- 
passed. During the Middle Ages, which many unin- 
structed persons confuse with the Dark Ages, the 
most sublime works in architecture, art scholarship 
were brought to completion. If you are in any doubt 
about this, consider just the magnificent cathedrals 
of Ireland, Britain and the Continent of Europe, 
which show that Catholicism was anything but de- 
cadent. The great universities were founded in these 
so-called Dark Ages, and they were indeed among 
the most glorious achievements of Christendom. 

However, there was a period that may properly be 
called the Dark Ages, and that was the time from 
about the end of the fourth century, when the Roman 
Empire in the West fell, until about the beginning of 
the tenth century. 

Now the Dark Ages had nothing whatsoever to do 
with the Church, except insofar as the Church suffered 
in those centuries, and was in fact the only means 
of preserving scholarship in Europe. These centuries 
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known as the Dark Ages represent the epoch when the 
Vandals, the Goths and the Huns swept down upon 
Christendom from the North, and the Mohammedan 
Turks attempted to destroy the Church from the East. 
Christendom fought for its existence, and if in the 
struggle learning was blacked-out for the time, that 
was not the fault of the Church but of the barbarian 
invaders. 


HERESY AND SCHISM 


What is the difference between Heresy and Schism? 

There is a great deal of difference between a heretic 
and a schismatic. Heresy is derived from a Greek word 
meaning choice, and heresy consists in the formal de- 
nial by a baptized person of any revealed truth of the 
Catholic Faith. For example, a person who has never 
been baptized or who repudiates the Christian Re- 
ligion is not a heretic, nor, strictly speaking, are the 
majority of Protestants or other non-Catholic Chris- 
tians heretics, because never having professed certain 
truths of the Catholic Faith, they cannot properly 
be said to have rejected or doubted them. 

Now, on the other hand, Schism, which comes from 
a Greek word meaning to split, is applied to those who 
reject the supreme authority of the Chief Pastor of 
the Church Universal or refuse to hold communion 
with members of the Church who are subject to the 
Chief Pastor. 

The so-called Orthodox Church, to take an example, 
is in schism, because it has split from communion 
with the Chief Pastor and with those in communion 
with him. The Church in England under Henry VIII 
also was in schism, because it was cut off from com- 
munion with the Roman See. But the Angelican Church 
under Edward VI and Elizabeth was heretical because 
it rejected the Faith as expounded by the Catholic 
and Universal Church. 

This is easily understood when you realize that a 
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member of the Orthodox Churches, wi2‘’*r clerical 
or lay, is immediately admitted to Catholic communion 
by the act of submission to the Roman Pontiff. The 
validity of their orders is received by Rome, as in the 
case of the Indian schismatics who made their sub- 
mission a few years ago. But in the case of a heretic, 
such a person seeking admission into the Catholic 
Church has to go through all the formalities, even 
Baptism, either conditional or unconditional. Material 
heresy is the result of ignorance; formal heresy is the 
deliberate denial of revealed truth. 


MARTYR POPES 


Have any of the Popes suffered martyrdom? 


Indeed they have, and it is one of the most glorious 
pages in the history of the Papacy. Of the first thirty- 
one Popes, including Saint Peter, no fewer than thirty 
suffered martyrdom. The single exception was Saint 
Dionysus or Denys, who was Pope from A.D. 261 
to 272. 

But from the time when Saint Peter set up his 
episcopal chair in Rome, until the year 309, when Pope 
Saint Marcellus I was martyred, not one of the Popes 
save one died in his bed—so to speak. 

That is an amazing story, comparable to, say, the 
statement that of thirty-one Archbishops of New York 
over a period of about 275 years, all save one suffered 
the martyr’s death. 

As to these martyr Popes, Saint Peter was, of 
course, a Jew. The majority were Romans, some were 
Greeks, others Syrians, and one, Saint Victor I, was 
an African, though whether that means that he was 
a black man will probably never be known exactly. 

There were later Popes who suffered martyrdom. 
But here is a practically unbroken line of Popes who 
successively were put to death for the Catholic Re- 
ligion. 
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